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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 
Favorable reconsideration of this application is respectfully requested. 
Initially, applicants note an Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) was filed with the 
original application papers on May 24, 2001 . At this time applicants have not received 
confirmation of consideration of the references cited in that IDS. Applicants request 
confirmation of consideration of those filed references, by returning to applicant initialed 
forms PTO-1449 acknowledging consideration of the references cited. For convenience a 
copy of the filed IDS and its date-stamped filing receipt are attached hereto. 

Claims 41-80 are pending in this application. Claims 1-40 are canceled by the present 
response without prejudice and new claims 41-80 are presented for examination. Claims 1, 2, 
4, 6-22, 24, and 26-40 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as anticipated by U.S. patent 
6,678,827 to Rothermel et al. (herein " Rothermel "). Claims 3, 5, 23, and 25 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Rothermel and fiarther in view of Official 
Notice. 

Addressing the above-noted rejections, those rejections are traversed by the present 
response. New claims 41-80 are similar to original claims 1-40 respectively, but new claims 
41-80 are written to make certain clarifications. Specifically, new independent claim 1 
clarifies how a level of security of the computer network connection is determined. 
Specifically, new independent claim 41 clarifies that a level of security of a computer 
network connection is determined "based on determining a communication protocol of the 
computer network connection to connect the computing device to the intermediate device". 
The other new independent claims recite a similar feature. As shown in Figure 1 A in the 
present specification as a non-limiting example, different computing devices 2, 6 can be 
connected to an intermediate device 10. The claimed invention has as an operation to control 
the access of those computing devices 2, 6 to resources on the network 12A based on how the 
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computing devices 2, 6 connects to the intermediate device 10, With reference to Figure 2 A 
in the present specification as a non-limiting example, if either of the computing devices 2, 6 
connect to the intermediate device 10 through an encrypted connection, driver 54 is activated 
and a firewall setting for level 1 access is provided. In that case a high level of access to 
various network resources can be provided.* Alternatively, if no encryption is utilized for the 
connection between either of the computing devices 2, 6 and the intermediate device 10, the 
driver 56 is activated and a firewall setting for level 2 access is utilized. In that case a user 
may only have a limited access to resources on the network.'^ 

In such ways, in the claimed invention, a security level of a network connection 
between the computing device and the intermediate device can control the level of network 
resources available to the computing device. Such features clarified in the claims are 
believed to clearly distinguish over the applied art. 

With respect to the feature of determining a level of security of the computer network 
connection the outstanding rejection cites Rothermel at column 6, lines 21-32 and at column 
13, lines 3-1? Further, certain of the dependent claims, for example dependent claim 44, 
specifically indicates that the determination in the security level of the communication 
network is whether it is an encrypted network or not. That feature is believed to even fiirther 
distinguish over the applied art. With respect to the features of the specific embodiment 
noted above as to determining a level of access to the network resources based on whether the 
network connection is an encrypted connection or not, the outstanding rejection cites 
Rothermel at column 14, lines 26-30 and column 17, lines 34-38. However, applicants 
respectfully submit that the noted teachings in Rothermel do not meet the claim limitations. 



^ See for example the present specification at page 6, lines 10-15. 
^ See for example the present specification at page 6, lines 15-26. 
^Office Action of December 21, 2004, page 3, lines 1-2 after the heading. 
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First, at column 6, lines 21-32 Rothermel merely discloses that different devices can 
be connected with different security levels. In that portion Rothermel does not disclose or 
suggest that the level of the network connection, i.e. communication protocol, between the 
computing device and the intermediate device, e.g. whether it is an encrypted connection, 
will control the level of access of the computing device to the network resources. 

Further, at colimm 13, lines 3-7 Rothermel merely discloses determining a level of 
security for incoming and outgoing sessions using proxy services. However, at that portion 
Rothermel does not disclose or suggest that the level of the network connection, i.e 
communication protocol, between the computing device and intermediate devices, e.g. 
whether it is an encrypted connection, will control how much access to the network resources 
the computing device has. 

Further, at column 14, lines 26-30 Rothermel merely discloses that information can be 
encrypted prior to transmitting. However, Rothermel in that aspect does not disclose or 
suggest that how, i.e. communication protocol, a computing device and an intermediate 
device are connected to a communication network, e.g. by an encrypted connection, will 
determine the access to the network resources by the computing device. 

Further, at column 17, lines 34-38 Rothermel merely discloses a sub-routine to 
determine what access information is required for a message as well as any information 
needed to decrypt the message if it is encrypted. However, again at that portion Rothermel 
does not disclose the claimed features directed to determining a communication protocol of a 
computer network connection between a computing device and an intermediate device, e.g. 
whether it is an encrypted connection, and thereby controlling a level of access of the 
computing device to the network resources based on that determination of the connection 
protocol of the computing device connected to the intermediate device. 
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Thereby, applicants respectfully submit Rothermel does not disclose the features now 
clarified in the claims. 

Moreover, with respect to the further rejections based on the Official Notice, 
applicants traverse that position and first note that no Official Notice was cited with respect 
to the above-noted deficiencies in Rothermel . Further, applicants traverse that Official 
Notice and require the prior art be cited for the positions for which Official Notice was taken. 

In view of these foregoing comments, applicants respectfully submit that each of the 
claims as currently written is allowable over the applied art. 

As no other issues are pending in this application, it is respectfully submitted that the 
present application is now in condition for allowance, and it is hereby respectfully requested 
that this case be passed to issue. 



Respectfully submitted. 



OBLON, SPIVAK, McCLELLAND, 
MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C. 
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patent office in a counterpart foreign application or, to the knowledge of the imdersigned, having made reasonable inquiry, 
was known to any individual designated in 37 CFR § 1.56(c) more than three months prior to the filing of this statement 

DEPOSIT ACCOUNT 

■ Please charge any additional fees for the papers being filed herewith and for which no check is enclosed herewith, or credit 
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